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§ 115. Who are parties to which judge is related so as to require 
disqualification—Stockholder; corporate director or officer 
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West's Key Number Digest, Judgesifiem43, 45 


A.L.R. Library 


Disqualification of judge because of his or another's holding or owning stock in corporation involved in litigation, 25 
A.L.R.3d 1331 


Neither a stockholder! nor a corporate officer? is a "party" to a suit merely by reason of the fact that the corporation is an actual 
party, and consequently a judge is not disqualified to hear the suit by reason of his or her relationship to a stockholder or a 
corporate officer. It has been found, under a variety of legal principles, that a judge could decide a case in which a corporation 


was involved or interested despite shareholding in that corporation by a member of the judge's immediate family? or by a 


collateral or other relative." 
On the other hand, under the circumstances of some cases, where an immediate or a collateral or other relative of a judge 


held stock in a corporation, the judge has been deemed disqualified to hear an action in which that corporation was interested or 


involved,’ and the same principle has been recognized in cases where it was held that such disqualification could be waived. A 
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judge has been held to be disqualified where the judge was related to a stockholder who was also both a director and an officer 


of the corporation,” and where the judge was related to a stockholder who was an officer but not a director. ! 
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